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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of tine invention, and of tlie manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in sucli full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Claim 1 recites the limitation "... in the same 
moulding station in which the step of co-moulding the shell on the metal element is 
performed." Although the specification describes two molding operations being 
performed using the same die, it does not exclude the single die from being moved 
between two "molding stations." Therefore, this limitation finds no support in the original 
application as filed. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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• The term "moulding station" in claim 1 is indefinite because it is unclear what a 
moulding station is intended to encompass and the specification provides no 
guidance as to the meaning of the term. For examination purposes, the term has 
been interpreted to mean the two molding steps are performed using the same 
molding die. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kleefeldt (US 5,505,506) in view of Schneegans (EP 940241 ; references are to 
corresponding Derwent Abstract 1999-520156). 

• Regarding claim 1, Kleefeldt discloses a method for fabricating a supporting 
assembly for a lock of a motor vehicle, the lock including a plurality of mobile 
members (13, 16) hinged to corresponding pins (12, 15), and the supporting 
assembly including a shell (5) made of a plastic material (col. 2, lines 46-48), which 
defines a housing for at least one part of the mobile members (1 3, 1 6) of the lock, 
and at least one metal element (2, 14), which supports at least a part of the pins 
(figs. 1 B-C). The method includes co-molding the shell made of plastic material on 
the metal element (col. 2, lines 61-63). 
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• Kleefeldt fails to disclose co-molding a seal gasket on an edge of the shell made of 
plastic material in the same molding station in which co-molding the shell on the 
metal element is performed. However, Schneegans discloses a method for 
fabricating a supporting assembly for a lock of a motor vehicle in which a seal gasket 
on an edge of the base member made of plastic material is co-molded in the same 
molding station In which co-molding the shell on the metal element is performed 
(abstract). As taught by Schneegans, co-molding the seal gasket on the edge of the 
shell improves the bond between the seal and shell "...to give more reliable sealing 
of the door lock and hence more reliable operation" (abstract). Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have modified the method for fabricating a lock supporting assembly of Kleefeldt 
with the seal of Schneegans to provide more reliable sealing and operation of the 
door lock, as taught by Schneegans. 

• Regarding claim 2, Kleefeldt discloses the lock including a mechanical actuating 
assembly which is capable of being connected to manual control elements 
associated to the door of the vehicle and which is capable of interacting with the 
mobile members from a lock striker (col. 2, lines 45-67), the method including 
inserting a pin of the actuating assembly in the die in which the shell is moulded 
such that the pin remains englobed in the shell (col. 3, lines 7-20). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to LARRY THROWER whose telephone number is 571- 
270-5517. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9:30AM-6PM est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina A. Johnson can be reached on 571-272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Larry Thrower/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

/Christina Johnson/ 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



